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ther Country or from her colonics, subject to confis-
cation : he further declared to be denationalized,
the flag of all neutral ships that should be fouad
oftending against thesg his Decrees: apd he gayeto)
this project of universal Tyraliny, the name of
the Continental System,

For these attciapts te ruin the cemmerce of Great
Beitain, by means subversive of the elearcst rights
of neutral nations, France endcevoured in vain to
rest her justification upon the previous conduct of
His Majesty’s Govermuent, '

Under circumstances of unparallcled provoceation, §
His Majesty bad abstained frowm any messure,

- which the ordinary rules of the Law of Nations did
not fullywa;nant. Never was the maritime supe-
riority of a Belligerent overhis enemy, more complete
and decided. Never was the opposite Belligerent so
formidably dangerousin his poaver, »and jn bis,policy
to the liberties of all otlicr: nataqus France bLad
already trampled so openly and systematically on
the mest sacred rights of Neutral Powers, as might
well have justifipd the placing her out of the pale of
cigilized méﬁom. Yet in this extreme ease, Great
Bexain bad so used hey naval ascendawcy, that her
enemy could find po just cause of complaint : and in
order to give to these lamless deerces the appear-
ange of retaliation, the Ruler of ¥France was abliged
to advance principles of maritime law ussanctioned
by any other autherity, than is ewn arbitrary will,

The pretexts. far these Docrees wwere, first,
that Great Beitain lhad exercised the rights of
war against private persons, their ships and geods ;
as if the only objoct of legitimate hostility on the
acean were the public propaity of a State, or as
i¥ the Edicts, aail the Courts of France itself had
net &t gll times enforced this right with peeuliar
rigour; sepordly, that the British .erders of
blockade, ifustead -of being .confined to for-
tified towns, had, as France ‘asserted, been un-
lusfilly extended o camnoercial towns and pows,
and to the mowths of vivers; and thirdly that
they had been applied to places, and to "codsts; -
which ndither were, nor coukd be actually blockaded.
‘The ldst of these charges is not founded on fact;
whilst the atbers, even by the admission: of the
American Government, aye uttelly g10undless in
point of Jaw,

Against these Becvecs, His Majesty protested and
appealed ;' He called upon the United States to
assert their own rights, and to vindicate-their inde-
pendence, thus menaced and attacked; and as

France had declared, thatshe would canfiscate every

vessel, which should touch in’ Great' Britain, or

be visited by British shipy of war, His Majesty,
hasving pgeviausty jssned - the Order of Janoary
1807, 36 an a¢t of witimated retaliation, was at
length epmpelied, 'by the !;:grscvcring violence of
the encmy, and the eantinued acquicscence of
Neutral Powers, to revisit, upon I‘lance, fﬁ gmore

.eﬂectual manyer, the messure ef her gwp my;stwe ;

by declaving, 1n an Ordar in Cowncil, bsaring date
1I1th of November 1807, that mo peytra)
vessel should qucced‘to France or to any of"

the

the countries fyron which, in obedience to the
dictates of France, British commerce was excluded,
witheut firsttoucling ata portin GreatBritain, arher
dependencies. At the same time His Majesty inti-
mated [is readiness to m«péal the Oxders in Council,
whenever France should rescind her Decrees, and
returiy to the accustomed principles of maritime
warfarc; and at a subsgquent period, as a proof of
lis Majesty’s sincere desire to accommodate, as far
as possible, Ilis defensive measures to the conveni-
cuce of Neutral Powers, the gperation of the Orders
in Countil was, by an erder issyed -in Apsil 1509,
limited to a blegkade of France, and of the coupn-
tries subjepted to her immediate dagginion, -

Systems of vielense, eppression, and tyranuy,
can never be supprassed, er even checked, if the.
Power against which sych injwstice is exercised, be
debarred from the yight of full and adequats retalia~
tion : or, if the measurcs of the retaliating Pawer,
are to be cousidersd as matters of just offence to
negtral nations, wvhilst the measurcs of original
aggression, and wielence are to be tolerated with:
indiflerence, subimission, ar complaceney.

The Governmoent of the Uatted States did not
fail to remonstrate against the Qrders in Council.
of Great Britain.  Altheugh they knew, that these
Orders \voulﬂ be revaked, if the Dectecs of France;
which had occasipned them, were ;'cl)calcd, they
resolved at the $amé moment to resist the conduct

of both Belligerents, instead of 1_'cquiriug France in

the first instance to resciud her Decrees,  Ap-
plying most upjustly the same measure of re-
scitment to the aggressor, and to the party ag-
grieved, they adopted uieasmcs of commercial Te-
sistance age{ius,t both—a system of rcsistan‘ce,}
avlich, Lowever varied in the successive Acts of
Embargo, Non-Intercourse, or Non-Importation,
was evidently unéqual in its operaiion, and princi-
pally levelled against the superior commerce, and
bmljitimc.powcr of Great Britain.

The same parfiality towards France was obscrv-
able, in their negotiations, as in their measures of
alleged resistance,



